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RESPONSE TO APPLICANT'S REMARKS 

Applicant's arguments see pages 9-13, filed 07/23/07, with respect to claims 1, 9, 
15, and 18 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejection under 102(e) 
as being anticipated by U.S. PN: 6,577,599 (Gupta) has been withdrawn. However, 
upon further consideration, the rejection for claims 15-17 and 22 under non-statutory 
101 rejections stays alive. 

Claim objections 

In view of the applicant's argument filed on 07/23/07, the Examiner withdraws the 
objections to the claim 20. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112(2 nd ) 

In view of the amendment filed on 07/23/07, the examiner withdraws the 112, 2 nd 
paragraph rejections for claims 4 and 12. 

Status of Claims 

1 . Claims 1 5-1 7 and 22 remain pending. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 9, 12, 18, 20 are allowed. 

3. Claims 2-3, 5-8, 10, 11, 13, 14,19, 21 , 23 and 24, have been previously allowed. 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 101, Non Statutory 

4. Claims 15-17, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter because: 
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Claims 15, 16 and 22 are directed toward a computer code product comprising 
computer code configured to transmit data from a sender to a plurality of receivers via a 
point-to-multipoint session, receivers, determine if expected data was not received at 
any of the plurality of make a data repair request if any expected data was not received 
at any of the plurality of receivers and retransmit all of the requested expected-but-not- 
received data to the plurality of receivers via the point-to-multipoint session. 

Claims 15, 16 and 22 lack the program code as being stored in a medium, which 
enables the functionality of the instructions to be executed. Furthermore, it is unknown 
what the computer readable medium is? since the specification does not teach a 
computer readable. As mentioned in the previous office action the applicant's 
specification page 12 0047 only teaches a computer program product comprising 
program code stored in the receiver device (not in a computer readable medium) and 
run in the processor used to implement the procedure at the receiving end. 

Claim 17 depend from respective claims, hence inherit the deficiencies of claim 15. 

Examiner's statement for reason for allowance 

5. Claims 1, 9 and 18 have been allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement for allowance: 
As per claim 1: 

The prior art, Gupta et al. (U.S. PN: 6,577,599) of record teach or disclose a 
method and an apparatus for efficient and reliable multicasting in a network 
environment and a sender transmits identical information encapsulated in data packets 
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to a plurality of receivers wherein periodically, receivers submit responses that include 
control information regarding the loss (expected data not received) or receipt of data 
packets transmitted by the sender and using these information a sender retransmits any 
undelivered packets to intended receivers (see col. 6, lines 14-23 and abstract). Gupta 
et al. in figure 3, step (310) teach that the sender analyzes data-loss response 
generated by the receiver and further adjusts the response rate at step (330), so that 
the multicasting (point-to-multipoint) of information is accomplished most optimally (i.e. 
minimizing the network traffic, and maximizing error recovery and repair) (see col. 9, 
lines 28-39). However, the prior art taken singly or in combination fail to teach, 
anticipate, suggest, or render obvious if some expected data was not received, sending 
a data repair request to the sender requesting that the expected-but-not-received data 
be resent; and retransmitting from the sender all of the requested expected-but-not- 
received data via the point-to-multipoint session. Consequently, claim 1 is allowed over 
the prior art. 

As per claim 9: 

The prior art, Gupta et al. (U.S. PN: 6,577,599) of record teach or disclose a 
method and an apparatus for efficient and reliable multicasting in a network 
environment and a sender transmits identical information encapsulated in data packets 
to a plurality of receivers wherein periodically, receivers submit responses that include 
control information regarding the loss (expected data not received) or receipt of data 
packets transmitted by the sender and using these information a sender retransmits any 
undelivered packets to intended receivers (see col. 6, lines 14-23 and abstract). Gupta 
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et al. in figure 3, step (310) teach that the sender analyzes data-loss response 
generated by the receiver and further adjusts the response rate at step (330), so that 
the multicasting (point-to-multipoint) of information is accomplished most optimally (i.e. 
minimizing the network traffic, and maximizing error recovery and repair) (see col. 9, 
lines 28-39). However, the prior art taken singly or in combination fail to teach, 
anticipate, suggest, or render obvious the plurality of receivers are configured to receive 
data transmitted by the sender device, determine if any expected data was not received, 
and, if so, send a data repair request back to the sender device requesting that the 
expected-but-not-received data be resent; and the sender device is configured to 
receive data repair requests from the plurality of receivers and to retransmit all of the 
requested expected-but-not-received data to the plurality of receivers via the point-to- 
multipoint session. Consequently, claim 9 is allowed over the prior art. 

As per claim 18: 

The prior art, Gupta et al. (U.S. PN: 6,577,599) of record teach or disclose a 
method and an apparatus for efficient and reliable multicasting in a network 
environment and a sender transmits identical information encapsulated in data packets 
to a plurality of receivers wherein periodically, receivers submit responses that include 
control information regarding the loss (expected data not received) or receipt of data 
packets transmitted by the sender and using these information a sender retransmits any 
undelivered packets to intended receivers (see col. 6, lines 14-23 and abstract). Gupta 
et al. in figure 3, step (310) teach that the sender analyzes data-loss response 
generated by the receiver and further adjusts the response rate at step (330), so that 
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the multicasting (point-to-multipoint) of information is accomplished most optimally (i.e. 
minimizing the network traffic, and maximizing error recovery and repair) (see col. 9, 
lines 28-39). However, the prior art taken singly or in combination fail to teach, 
anticipate, suggest, or render obvious means for receiving data repair requests from the 
plurality of receivers requesting expected-but-not-received data, means for 
retransmitting all of the requested expected-but-not-received data via a point-to- 
multipoint session. Consequently, claim 18 is allowed over the prior art. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the 
examiner should be directed to Esaw Abraham whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3812. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are successful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jacques Louis-Jacques can be reached on (571) 272-6962. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (571) 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an Application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or PUBLIC PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private Pair only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.usDto.gov . Should you have 
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questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Esaw Abraham 
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